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The Bureau of Land Management’s multiple-use mission is to sustain the health and productivity of the
public lands for the use and enjoyment of present and future generations. The Bureau accomplishes this
by managing such activities as outdoor recreation, livestock grazing, mineral development, and energy
production, and by conserving natural, historical, cultural, and other resources on public lands.

The Forest Service mission is to sustain the health, diversity, and productivity of the Nation’s forests
and grasslands to meet the needs of present and future generations.
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Idaho and Southwestern Montana
Proposed LUPA/Final EIS

A. Chapter 2 Maps

Figure Number | Figure Name

2-1 Proposed Plan: Conservation Areas

2-2 Proposed Plan: Habitat Management Areas

2-3 Proposed Plan: Sagebrush Focal Areas

2-4 Proposed Plan: Wind and Solar Development Allocations

2-5 Proposed Plan: Available and Unavailable for Grazing

2-6 Proposed Plan: Commercial Service Airport and Landfill Development
Allocations

2-7 Proposed Plan: Utility corridors Designations

2-8 Proposed Plan: Major Right-of-Way Development Allocations

2-9 Proposed Plan: Minor Right-of-Way Development Allocations

2-10 Proposed Plan: Land Tenure Designations

2-11 Proposed Plan: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Oil and Gas

2-12 Proposed Plan: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Geothermal

2-13 Proposed Plan: Locatable Minerals Withdrawals

2-14 Proposed Plan: Nonenergy Leasable Resource Allocations

2-15 Proposed Plan: Mineral Materials Allocations

2-16 Proposed Plan: Travel Management Allocations

2-17 Alternative A: Existing Habitat with Preliminary Priority and General Habitat

2-18 Alternative B: Habitat Management Areas

2-19 Alternative C: Habitat Management Areas

2-20 Alternative D: Habitat Management Areas

2-21 Alternative E: Habitat Management Areas

2-22 Alternative F: Habitat Management Areas

2-23 Alternative A: Available and Unavailable for Grazing

2-24 Alternative B: Available and Unavailable for Grazing

2-25 Alternative C: Available and Unavailable for Grazing

2-26 Alternative D: Available and Unavailable for Grazing

2-27 Alternative E: Available and Unavailable for Grazing

2-28 Alternative F: Available and Unavailable for Grazing

2-29 Alternative A: Travel Management Allocations

2-30 Alternative B: Travel Management Allocations

2-31 Alternative C: Travel Management Allocations

2-32 Alternative D: Travel Management Allocations

2-33 Alternative E: Travel Management Allocations

2-34 Alternative F: Travel Management Allocations

2-35 Alternative A: Right-of-Way Development Allocations

2-36 Alternative B: Right-of-Way Development Allocations

2-37 Alternative C: Right-of-Way Development Allocations

2-38 Alternative D: Right-of-Way Development Allocations

2-39 Alternative E: Right-of-Way Development Allocations

2-40 Alternative F: Right-of-Way Development Allocations

2-41 Alternative A: Wind and Solar Development Allocations
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Figure Number | Figure Name

2-42 Alternative B: Wind and Solar Development Allocations

2-43 Alternative C: Wind and Solar Development Allocations

2-44 Alternative D: Wind and Solar Development Allocations

2-45 Alternative E: Wind and Solar Development Allocations

2-46 Alternative F: Wind and Solar Development Allocations

2-47 Alternative A: Existing Designated Utility Corridors

2-48 Alternative B: Existing Designated Utility Corridors

2-49 Alternative C: Existing Designated Utility Corridors

2-50 Alternative D: Existing Designated Utility Corridors

2-51 Alternative E: Existing Designated Utility Corridors

2-52 Alternative F: Existing Designated Utility Corridors

2-53 Alternative A: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Oil and Gas
2-54 Alternative B: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Oil and Gas
2-55 Alternative C: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Oil and Gas
2-56 Alternative D: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Oil and Gas
2-57 Alternative E: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Oil and Gas
2-58 Alternative F: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Oil and Gas
2-59 Alternative A: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Geothermal
2-60 Alternative B: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Geothermal
2-61 Alternative C: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Geothermal
2-62 Alternative D: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Geothermal
2-63 Alternative E: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Geothermal
2-64 Alternative F: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations — Geothermal
2-65 Alternative A: Locatable Minerals Withdrawals

2-66 Alternative B: Locatable Minerals Withdrawals

2-67 Alternative C: Locatable Minerals Withdrawals

2-68 Alternative D: Locatable Minerals Withdrawals

2-69 Alternative E: Locatable Minerals Withdrawals

2-70 Alternative F: Locatable Minerals Withdrawals

2-71 Alternative A: Nonenergy Leasable Resource Allocations

2-72 Alternative B: Nonenergy Leasable Resource Allocations

2-73 Alternative C: Nonenergy Leasable Resource Allocations

2-74 Alternative D: Nonenergy Leasable Resource Allocations

2-75 Alternative E: Nonenergy Leasable Resource Allocations

2-76 Alternative F: Nonenergy Leasable Resource Allocations

2-77 Alternative A: Mineral Materials Allocations

2-78 Alternative B: Mineral Materials Allocations

2-79 Alternative C: Mineral Materials Allocations

2-80 Alternative D: Mineral Materials Allocations

2-81 Alternative E: Mineral Materials Allocations

2-82 Alternative F: Mineral Materials Allocations

2-83 Alternative A: BLM Areas of Critical Environmental Concern
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Figure Number | Figure Name

2-84 Alternative C: BLM Areas of Critical Environmental Concern

2-85 Alternative F1: BLM Areas of Critical Environmental Concern

2-86 Alternative F2: BLM Areas of Critical Environmental Concern and Forest

Service Zoological Areas
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Figure 2-1
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS UAS
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Figure 2-2
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS
Habitat Management Areas
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Figure 2-3
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS
Sagebrush Focal Areas
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Figure 2-4 e
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS UAS
Wind and Solar Allocations o
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Figure 2-5 T
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS UAS
Available and Unavailable to Grazing S
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Figure 2-7
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS
Utility Corridors Designation
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Figure 2-8

Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS
Major Right-of-Way Development Allocations
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Figure 2-9 T
Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS UAS
Minor Right-of-Way Development Allocations
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Figure 2-10

Idaho-SW Montana Proposed Plan/Final EIS UAS
Land Tenure Designations P
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Figure 2-12
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